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of S.4ſaph,Biſhop of Chicheſter, Bithop of E{y,Biſhop of Bath 
and Wells, Biſhop of Peterborough,and the Billop of Briſtol. 


cepted againſt, on the Account of irs Form, 1n 
that it 47 noe mention all the Petition they were 
* [Indicted for ; there was not either the Title 
expreſſing to whom it was directed (Viz. To the 
jy Moft Excellem Majeſty, was omitted, ) and the 
-. * afterwards { We therefore Pray, &c. ) was not there ; 
y heing eloſely purſued by the Biſhops Council, ſeemed 
lidate the whole buſineſs. T hen it was not and could 


*' Ty by the Kings Council, that the Biſhops pre- 


T H E Indictment when read, was very much ex- 


Perition ro the King. T hey had in the Corue the 
and ſubpozna'd ſome of the Arch-Bithops and Bj. 
18 2haplains, Servants, and others, to prove their hands, 
#%.& was not done very clearly upon moſt of theity; _ all 
the 7- 5 the Kings Council had for the preſenting the Pe- 
tir4 + 2, His Majeſty, did not direttly prove it upon them: 
Ty : oft ir amounted to, was either that the King told 
them te had it from the faid Biſhops; or, tnat my Lord 


_ 


Chan Nor did ask them, if it were theirs ( when they _therefore no more diſpens'd with. . That the 


.the King and Council, ) and that ev 
they ten expreſsd anuverinds to own if; 1aying LEOOreg VICTOR tmtTOn + he u 


Were { wrmnon'd bef 


the King, that if His Majeſty did inſiſt on it, and thar it 
thould aut be improved to thar Gilagyantage, or produc'd 
in eyidence againſt them, tha they would be plain, and 
leave ir to His Majeſty. Upon this the Biſhops Council had 
ſore :*flexions which myLord Chief juſtice told them he 
watt 1: hear. But thiy did not amountto a full proof of 
the pew. t. Then the Biſlyps Council did greatly inſiſt upon 
the Ind ment being laid n a wrong County ; for it was 
ved +ipon Oath, that the Arch-Biſhop was not out of his 
ouſe or a very confiderable time before he was ſummoa'd 
to ts Sing in Council, Now what was alledg'd againſt 
them, vas done at Lambeth and therefore in Surrey the 
Invite mt ought to have been laid, which feem'd much to 
affect 11cm. Afeer this, the Biſhops Council objected a- 
| ag ie rerm Publyling ; whereas what was faid to be 
"7 5»; them, was in the privateſt way that could be, and 
given oily to the King, which caus'd a long debate berween 
>th Perries, of things requiſite to denominate a Publica- 
tron ; «11 61d (till appear favourable on tha Biſhops ſide 2: and 
here chings were going to a concluſion, and the ju0g was 
entered 1pon ſimming up the Evidence ; but Mr. Fic) 
(one of the Biſhops Council) laterrupred my Lord Chict 
+, 'aying, there was one material Zvideace iemaining : 
hereupon, my Lord deſiſted, tho wita ſome ſeeming d:(- 
ſatisfaction to the reſt of the Biſhops Council : For the ſudg 
was going on very tayourably for the Biſhops Cauſe ; lome ' 
ot the bithops importun'd iy Lord Chief Juſtice to proceed, 
but he would not : And ſo ic brought on more diſcourſe a- 
bour che former ſubje&s, and occation'd the ſe:rding for my 
Lord Preſident, who came into Courrt after ir had Cones an 
hour for him : The evidence that he gave upon Oach,could 
20 tully prove the delivery of the Petition to the Kang by 
the Biſhops When before, for the proof of this, the Sol» 


; licizor did very greatly importune ſome Wirnels for the King, 


(that had upon Oath deliver'd, what they ktew about this 
matter, which was as aforeſaid ) "by putting'to them very 
intricate queſtions ; my Lord Chief Juſtice reproved him, 
ſajing, it was not to be ſuffer'd ; adding, that if he wene 


"on thus, he would let the Biſhops Council looſe on him. 


- Afcer theſe things, my L. C. ]. ask'd the Biſhops Coun- 
ct], what elſe they + had to plezd z whertupon they pro- 
cceded to that part of the Ind:i&tment that call d the Biſhops - 
Petition A ſcandalous Selitjozs Libel, &c. which occafion'd 
very great, ſolema and moſt pleaſing debates, For, hereupan 
they entered into and diſcuſs d the lawfulneſs of the De- 
claration and the Diſpenſing Power, ' which were harangd 
by every one of the Biſhops Council in moſt brisk, home aud 
admirable Speeches, for the ſpace of three hours, ſhewin 
the Declaration ro be againſt and contrary to Law, which 
no Power could diſpence with or abrogate, but that which 
made it, (viz, a Parliament) and that the Ecc'efiaſtical 
Laws had the ſame foundation :5 the Civil, and could be 

| Declatation did 
re the Laws jor Sabbath-breaking,Fornication,e#c.and. 


Pra&ices ; and that all are" EAVIGAne SC 115 FIR a 
well as ſoine : That rhe Biſhops were ſworn to maintain the 
Eccleſiaſtical Laws z and in repreſenting the Caſe thus to 
His Majeſty they had done both as the Law direfted them, 
and according to Prudence, Honovr, and Conſcience. There . 
were heredpon publickly read ſeveral Atts of Parliament, 
Records of the Tower, and Parliament Records ; among 
which, one A& of Parliament was abſerveable ; that gave 
the King Power todiſpence with a Law for a ſtazed time : So 
that what Diſpening Power he ever had, was both given 
and bounded by an, bunks From what. they produc'd 
out of the Parliamene Records and otherwiſe, they: greatly 
confirm'd what was faid in the Petition, of the Diſperſing: 

Power, having been otcen declared illegal in Parliinitnragl 

particul3rly, in the years 62, and 72, and in the beginning "# 
of His Majeſties Reign, which was in 85, whea the Par-"" 
lament declar'd the Popiſh Cfhcers could not be difptns'd © 
with; but that is was contrary to Law to do fo; tho they 
were willing by A@ of Parliameat to indemnihe ſych as His 
Majeſty ſhoul.! nomivare, &c. And they ſhew'd how the 
like Diſpenſing Power upon the ſame occafion was zccounted 
illegal in 62. and 72, both by Partiamert and the King him= 
ſelt, who offered the Scal to be tore off, and gave the teſtt- 
mony of his diſowning ſuch a Diſpenſing Power. To which 
the Sollicitors chief Anſwer was, that the Kiag then Jack'd 
Money, and that ſuch Acts as aforelaid {whatever they - 
mighe ſay). did confirm, not give th: King's Diſpenſing. 

Power. In ſhort, the Biſhops Council behav's chemſelyes 
io this weighty mater with a great deal of gatlariry and 
plainnefs, now iſe interior to moſt mens expeftarions and de- 
fires. The chief of the managers for the-King, was the 
Solhcitor #7. Williams, who as was apprehended, &id ro 
great wanders for 1avalidating the foregoing Arguments He 
was very hot and carneft (1! not paſorate} in proyine it 2 
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Whereupon, my L. C. |. 


to redreſs a certain gri ; 
_-_ what courſe | 
ſhould do in ſuch circumſtances; he anſwered, Aequieſce. 
(which occaſion'd a very great Hits over the Court) He 
added farther to prove it Libellous ; the infinuating Expreſ-. 
fons of gaining che Populace, by ſaying, © It was not for 
< want of due tenderneſs to Diſſenters, 1n 
« we are willing to come to hall be. 
« fir, when that matrer ſhall be conſfider'd- and fertled in 
« Parlig.nent and Convocation. ] In Convocation, Taid he, 
what's the meaning of that? But here my L. C. ].gave 
him a check, and refſtrain'd what he ſeem'd greatly dripos'd 
to vent againſt it. There was not very. much ſaid by the 
reſt of the Ki ouneil, at 14ſt, :nothing, more conſiderable 


than his. The King's Attorny General was pretty moderate , that way, ſo much 
Sir Parth. Shores ſpoke a little, but was preſently filenc'd, ſenſe a Libel. 


(in the vacancy of ſtay for my Lord Pr rt, my L.C. ]. 
ſaid to Sir Barth. Shores, Now Sir Bartholomew, we have 
time to hear your Speeches) Serjeant Baldock's Argument 
* againſt rhe Bihops, was chiefly upon their refuſing, the 
King requiring ſuch a ſlender matter fo eaſily to be done ; 
for they wcre net enjoyn'd to read, but only to ſend abour 
and a. ſperſe it ; Yer this they would not do. It concluded 
with the Kings Coundil. | 
Then my Lord Chief Juſtice ſumming up the bufineſs,was 
favourable to the Biſhops in the former yt the Tryal,and 
could not ſay the matter of Fa& was fuily proved upon them, 
but was inclin'd to make the Petitien a Libel; 
its accuſing the King of Flaws in Government. He ſaid 
but little to oppoſe what had been brought by the Biſhops 
Council againſt the Declaration and Diſpenſing Power. 
Afeer -him No Judg Holloway, and very much in the 
py] f, giving it as his judgment, that it could nor 
a > 


done from a conviction of Conſcience by 
ſuch Perſons in ſuch an htmble modeſt manner. 


» it were done by them 
they ſhould take, or what they- 


tion to whom, / 
h a temper,as (ſhall be choughr 


uſe of p 


Then Jud 
"Ss Fowel ſpoke to the ſame effects gvingir as oalnion ben, ; 


ir could not be a Libel, being the only way to redre(b;hee Is. 
ſelves: He hadalfo ſome ſmart pans =o. to cone, 7 
the Biſhops Council had urged againſt the Declaration and 
Diſpenſing. Power : So that Judg Powell pave his opinion at. 
{o in favour of the Biſhops. en Judg Aliiben Rangi 
up, profeſſed he would not "medals with the Dj < 
Power (tho it had been ſo much canvats'd and Pleaded a- 
pot ) but world only ſpeak ro the buſines. off the Paper 
ing a Libel ; and he did accordjogly, urging it t6 be ſo 
*nor barely becauſe jr weSaPericion; For, {aid he, Any one 
under grievance may Petition His Majeſty, bur not abour 
affairs of Government, for that would tend to. very bad con. | 
ſequences, and promore Diſcontems or worſe in the Na- © 
tion. Nor ( as he added ) can the, pretended tairvels, as 
to the manner of ir, ' be an excuſe ; - forthe more it hath 
the worſe ; and ſo concluded It in his 


Buc urging a Precedent t fi 
had faid, he was partly miſter in it, as Ju 'P Moc be 
il ſhew'd him, and he imkelf acknow- 


the Biſhops Counc 
letlged. 


* 


T hen the Court broke up, the Jury went together 
the Biſhops with all the privacy ey con ole "Toag 
Ctive Abodes ; but wherever the People mer with them 
they huzza'd and humm'd them in a great abundance. 'Therc 
was a prodigious full Court and Hall, a very great many of 
the Peers and Nobility preſent, and alſo the Biſhop of 
Cheſter, of whom they rook no kind of notice : The Biſhop 
f The fur did not meet with much better regard. 
The Jury fate up all night, tho they were very foon una- 
nimous 1n their Verdi&, which they prudently refolved to 
give in open Court; aid according'y, next day about Nine 
or Ten they brought them in | 
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The Names of the Lord Biſhops Cotns:ors. 


Sir Francis Pemberton. 

- Sir Creſwe/7 Levins. 
Sir Robert Sawyer. 
Mr. Finch. 
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Mr. Pollixfn. # 
Mr 0 Ti r eby. 


Mr. Summers. . 


————_— 


The: Names of the 


Sir Roger Langly of Weſtminſter. 

Sir William Hill of Tedington. 

Robert Jennings of Hayes, Eſquire. 

. Thomas Harriot of Iſlington, Eſquire. 

Feoffry Nightingale of S.Giles Cripplegate, Eſq; 
William Withers of the ſame, Eſquire. 


JURY Sworn. 


William Avery of Enfield, Eſquire. 

Thomas Auſtin of South-Myms, Equire. 
Nicholas Grice of Neſton, Eſquire. 

Michael Arnold of Weſtminſter, Eſquire. 
Thomas Done of S. Giles in the Fields, Eſquire, 
Richard Shoreditch of Ickenham, Eiquire, 
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FINIS. 


